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REMARKS 

Claims 1 -36 are pending in this application. Claims 1 -36 are rejected. No amendment to the 
claims has been made herein. 

Claims 1-12, 15-21, 23-27 and 28-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. §102(b) as being 
anticipated over USPN 3,956,558 to Blanco et al. (Office action paragraph no. 2) 

The rejection of claims 1-12, 15-21, 23-27 and 28-36 is respectfully traversed. 

Applicants have previously traversed this rejection (applied to claims 1-13, 15-21, 23-27 and 
28-36) in the Amendment dated June 26, 2003, in which Applicants argued that Blanco does not 
teach any analogue of the recited "intermediate glass layer" and that Blanco's structure is different 
from that of the present invention. 

The Examiner addresses Applicants' arguments traversing the rejection in the Response to 

Arguments on page 5 of the Office action. In response, the Examiner states: 

"Applicant simply claims an intermediate glass layer and raise color material, which is taught 
by Blanco. Blanco teaches glass layers applied to design layers at col. 3, lines 25-26, and col. 
4, lines 42-46." 

That is, the Examiner appears to be stating that Blanco teaches an intermediate glass layer 

in col. 3, lines 25-26, and col. 4, lines 42-46. Applicants note, however, that column 3, in lines 25- 

26, discusses "protective barriers of glass over the design layer of decalcomanias" (emphasis added). 

Being over the design layer, this cannot meet the limitations of the intermediate glass layer of claim 

1, which is between the glazing layer and the raised coloring material. 
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Blanco et al. in column 4, lines 42-46, discloses that a "protective coating ... is deposited 
on the design layer" (emphasis added). Again, this disclosure is structurally inconsistent with the 
location of the intermediate glass layer of claim 1. Similar arguments apply to claim 18. 

In addition, on page 3 at the bottom of the Office action, the Examiner states: "The limitation 
"in-glaze coloring/decoration" is a process limitation in a product claim." Here, the Examiner 
apparently disagrees with Applicants' arguments regarding "inglaze" versus "overglaze" ceramic 
ware made on page 4 of the Amendment of June 26, 2003, in which Applicants stated that "in-glaze 
decoration" represented a structural limitation. 

In support of Applicants' position, Applicants here attach a copy of Rado, "An Introduction 
to the Technology of Pottery", second edition, Pergamon Press, New York. In section 5, entitled 
"Fast Firing of In-glaze Decoration", the "in-glaze" decoration is compared schematically in Fig. 8.5 
with the traditional on-glaze and under-glaze decorating processes. This Figure and the discussion 
in the text clearly indicate that the "in-glaze" method results in a distinct structural difference from 
the on-glaze and under-glaze processes. Therefore, "in-glaze" does represent a structural limitation 
in the present claims. 

Reconsideration of the rejection is therefore respectfully requested. 

Claims 13, 14 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being unpatentable over 
USPN 3,956,558 to Blanco et al. in view of USPN 4,892,847 to Reinherz. (Office action paragraph 
no. 3) 
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The rejection of claims 13, 14 and 22 is respectfully traversed. 

In traversing the rejection, Applicants again argue that Blanco et al. does not provide the 
"intermediate glass layer" and does not anticipate or suggest the structure recited in base claims 1 
and 18. 

In the Response to Arguments in the present Office action, the Examiner states "Applicant 
further contends that Reinherz is not suitable, stating that there is no suggestion to combine the 
references." However, Applicants respectfully submit that they made neither of these arguments. 
Rather, Applicants stated that there was no suggestion in Reinherz alone for the structure recited 
in the present claims, and Applicants stated that even if the references were combined, the 
combination would still fail to meet the limitations of the claims due to the failure of Blanco et 
al. to provide the limitations of claims 1 and 18. 

Applicants therefore maintain their arguments and respectfully request reconsideration of the 
rejection. 
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If, for any reason, it is felt that this application is not now in condition for allowance, the 
Examiner is requested to contact Applicants undersigned agent at the telephone number indicated 
below to arrange for an interview to expedite the disposition of this case. 

In the event that this paper is not timely filed, Applicants respectfully petition for an 
appropriate extension of time. Please charge any fees for such an extension of time and any other 
fees which may be due with respect to this paper, to Deposit Account No. 01-2340. 

Respectfully submitted, 
ARMSTRONG, KRATZ / QDlNTOS, HANSON & BROOKS, LLP 



Daniel A. Geselowitz 
Agent for Applicants 
Reg. No. 42,573 




DAG/plb 

Atty. Docket No. 010845 
Suite 1000 
1725 K Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20006 
(202) 659-2930 



23850 

PATENT TRADEMARK OFFICE 



Enclosures: "An introduction to the technology of pottery, Section 5, Fasting Firing of In-glaze 
decoration" 

"Fig. 8.5 Comparison of fast fire in-glaze decoration with on-glaze and under-glaze 
decoration" 
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